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Ur. Stephen s/ Uoaenfeld, editorial 
The Vfasliingtoh Post 
1150 15 ^t., 

Washington, IX. 1 20071 

Dear %. Ribsenfeld, 

Please do not take this personally, for I do not intend it that way, but I 
believe that if all the knowledge of the Post’s entire editial section were to 
be combined it would not be qualified to write an honest editorial on what it 
raistitled as "T^e King Reexamination." It is not that. l t is not intended to be 
that and with the kind of help you give it in today’s editorial, it will be 
helped not to be that. 

I do intend what follows to be a lecture. » 

The more prosperous the papers get, the more highly educated i*8 staffs, 
the farther they take the papers from the gr^at and original concept of those I 
regard as the grea/est political thinkers of all time and from their obligations 
under the system those great men created. 

Representative society can thrive and continue only when it is genuinely 
representative society, a society in which the people can be informed enough 
to let their wishes be known. To a large degree the papers are not doing that 
and instead they not only argue rather than report, the protect and b&h defend 
malfeasance, misfeasance and nonfeasance. 

a/ -yW 

The have made themselves part of or defender/ of govern/ent when that is not 
Huv 

their intended role and defend and protect the govoiviraent over some of the 

most serious offenses against wliat our system is supposed to be. 

What ybur editorial i3 really about is intended to be and will be a non- 
invewtigation, as ll Ear^ner’s ySs^t^dayis story makes clear. 

You may not know it but I wrote the first book on that case. It made out a 

case, from what had been reported, tliat Ray was framed. Then I arranged for 

Ray to have counsel with no conflict of interest and not motivated by money, 

which he did not have. I becamwe his investigator. Not because ^ loved him but 

because I waited to make the aborted system work. I did the investigating for the 

habeas corpus petition and it Succeeded. I then did^the investigating for the two 

weeks of edidentiaJ^heariri wo got, to determine whether Ray would get the trial 

he never bad. Jim Lesar, junior counsel and X had two days to exercise discovery 

and with senior counsel, Bud Fens terwald^ overseas, we had to prepare for the 

hearing between the two of U 3 . xi e took the lav/, 1 the fact. The fact that^ put 

together led the jddge, who knew very well that ho could n<ot continue to live and 

sit on the bench in Memphis if he granted Ray a trial in the climate of the early 
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1970s, in denying it actually saitHthat guilt or innocence were not .^of ore him. 
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That was the impact of what the lawyers used of what 1 developed, the wit- 
nesses 1 ligated and prepared, 

V/ith the basis for seeking the tri^l ineffectiveness of counsel and voluntari- 
ness of the plea, it is not easy to believe tliat guilt or innocence wei'e not mater- 
ial, especially when there was no rebyittal to what we put in, no questions but 
tliat there wa$ cqferoion, no question but that Percy Foreman intended to throw # 
the case* ffe liad a history of putting people wa away. Intense in Connecticut he 
put an innocent man naway so the government could seem to have solved tliat case. 

' a / qu' 

^tephen puke, a member of the Yale ^faculty, undertook the appeal and the man was 
freed. The most recent case of which ^ know is the one in wliich by an accident 
Foreman got caught. I have the documentation if it interests you* He v/as going to 
put a wiretapper away for the sons of H*L.Hunt. Their lawyer was in touch with 

me. He gave me copies uof the proofs. Foreman v/as convicted but the grateful 

government allowed him ^to spend the rest of his life outside the jail he be- 
longed it. 

How could we show ineffective assistance of counsel when counsel was the 
then most fampus criminal lawyer I decided by trying enough of the case to 

prove he did not make any effort to prepare it. Vie d.',d tliat and the judge ignored 

it. V/e ineffect exculpated Ray, under oath and subject to cross examination. 

There was no refutation even attempted^, 

The state depended on the prejuduce and the justified fear of it. (Bj/t it 
even threatened me ! ) ^ 

While as with the JFK assassination, the crime itself was ^nver investigated, 

an l enormous amount of information and misinformation is available. Available 

because 1 then filed OA 75-1996 for that inf oration. Tne government stonewalled 

h 

the case for years, failed^ to comply wkti the law and much else, but in the 
end I had about 80,000 pages of once-withheld information. 

They prove tliat the government suborned perjury and filed that lerjury to & 
get Ray extradicted and tliat his then counsel had the conflcit of interest he 
could not eliminate, he did not get a penny from Bill Moie, who paid him for '"/the 
exclusive rights he wanted, until he liad Ray back in this country. Ho convict, 
the judge saido 

What 1 did forced the attorney general to hold the king Case a histori- 

cal case, tliat in theory meant loaximum disclosor^Cbut poilly in theory) and then 
to have the 01 J R investigation in anticipation of what x would be able to use of 
what ^ could turn up. 

The official evidence is that the prosecution could not even place Ray in 
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at the time of the crime, leave alone at the scone of the crime- and the actual 


remnant 

official evidence is that he was not -and '''it could not, prove tho remnanent of 

/ /ute 

bullet removed from King's body was fired from that btfctiet. it said the specimen 

was not good enough. The forensic expert 1 produced told me the speimen was 

Jic 

better than he usually had and Rectified, under oath and subject to x»iJSs 

-& 1 / 

cross examination that given that rifle and allows to test fire it, the specimen 
enabled liiw to state with certainty that he could testified tliat it had or had 
not been fired from that rifle. (A.s it had not been.) 

He also proved tliat it was physically impossible for that rifle to liave been 
fired a 3 officially alleved with/ the but[ of the rifle and the body of the one 
using it being inside the wallJ 

There is more b*it this is, J tiling, enough for me to get to a graf of the 
editorial: 

"That may be the reasonable approach, one tliat could put an official stamp 
of certainty on the matter without calling itfito doubt^?he process anSLj larger 


conclusions abjfut Mr. Hay's guilt. Hut there is a fine line between this strategy 
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and one that would recklessly reopen questions aboui^he historical record is 


clear and just lfies no serious argument." 

'v/ 

I challenge you to give me a single such question! 

Only one! 

Of th hundreds tliat do exist. 

I also ask what puts the author, indeed, the entire editorial 3taff, in a 
position to claim the factual knowledge necessary for such conclusions, which 
( ' uV ^iCnt to recommendation, which founts to another whitewash* 

When 1 was able tu> travel and speak torf collegiate audiences the two greatest 
causes of disenchantement , of alienation from the government, which means separa- 
tion from our system of government, were Viet Nam and the political assassination^/ 

Our system can't work as it is supposed to work if the people are turned off 
and liave nohjting to do with it. 

You are encouraging more disenchament, more disillusionment, and that is parti- 
cularly hurtful to the young, '^hose who aVrC alienated often turning to crime. 

I've never knov/n of a paper to retract an editorial and x do not expect 
the Post to, although it should and if it cares about the system and preserving 
it and making it work as intended, if it cares about itself and about the conse- 
quences when it does wrong it will try to find some way to under this serious 
harm. 

I do not Iqjow how much Paul Valentine remembers, fie covered that hearing. I 
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have the transcripts and much else. The Post might consider having one of its 
j Spit-honored black reporters look at some of tliis material and copy any of it 
desirod. * 

f 

Not entirely irrelevant, and I phomed ^uro, who was not in, and have written 
him, he was lied to by his source(s), I believe at Justice. 

Kay never"confessed< to shooting king" and he was not "later convicted of 
the murder and sentenced..." He enterrd a technical plea and when Foreman tried 
to extend that «ay interrupted the voir dire to object to it and not agree with 
that (l have the transcript) and there having been no trial he was not "later p 
convicted" and then, later, sentenced. He was sentenced in the deal Foreman 
cor^ced and the govermnet lied to the j\n g family to get its agreement, 

If tiiere is nothing to be investigated (there not having been any investi- 
gation oft the crime itself it cannot be any reinvestigatii>n) rtliy does the 
government lie? And if it lia3 the proof that hay was guilty, why does it not 
make that proof public and end tliis disenchantment, this lack of confidence in 
i rfe government and in the system of justice? 

Is not the answer obvious? 

Sincerely , 

L^tU Cu '^{ 

i v 

arold WeiBberg 

If the Post was influenced by Posner^s newest endeavor in sliilling for the FBI, 

I have a book-length manuscript there !s jj® chance of getting published in the 

l°uf at8 t0<Luy but W:Q1 be a record for History. It is titled Whoring with History: 
hto the Cerald Posners Protect the *-ing Assassins." After liis Oaae Closed I did 
Case 6pen proving him a literary whore. - referred to him as a man who lias trouble 
telling the truth even by accident, as a plagiarist and as a shyster, and I heard 
not a word of complaint from him of Random house. A Post reporter boght a Case 
Open and gave it to the book review section. It would not even mention it. The f 
Post has yet to review any of my books and the^ are all basic and after all these 
ye Q rs, severe as some of ra.^ criticisms arc, 1 liave ^et to get a call or a letter 
from any of those of whom I was so critical complaining that * was unfair or liad 
made an error in my criticism. 'Has also says a bit aoont the press because my first 
book/ was the first on the JFK assassinatio mid that should liave been a subject 
to wliich the media gave attention other than as defenders of errant government. 


